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Applicam appreciates the opportunity to discuss the subject matter of the erven 
v at view with the Eaaimm >oth 
h7u?ivr.s.^/rs aati cermet delta maeadreems wem discussed. No agreement was 
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test be mirrored indhe 



In saeh eases b. makes ee seaae as mirn 
the data eahdamd. 



A conventional mirroring system queues a mirrooreuuest tor a slot almost as soon as a 

- m mlhk e sto N - \ 
executed.. As a result, if die selected data memoes three slots of data, and may when the third s 
arrhres can one discover that the selected, data was bad te begin with, tee rmrromreauests tor ih 
first two slots ooghi already he oo the tmrrorogmao These mirror requests would therefore be 
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Til! 



me can confirm thar dm daia Is valid before queuing m 



any of the skas. 



Applicant amends the claims to make clear that, the that the dais. in the preamble is the 
union of the co ist a t po 1 o; s the ch la ss Pen to the slots 

1:1 should now be absolutely clear from the ameralmerhs to paragraph I of chum 2: 

1 , that ' the selected data" .from the preamble its too large to fit into jest a single slot 

2. iliat "the selected data" from the preamble must therefore be divided into 
1 portions' thai a e cad so all enough to fa i -I ) a vie; 

The Office suggests that the broadest reasonable interpretation ef'blof is "distinct 

The Office states era in Kam gmsfom "first aed second porticos of data maybe written to" for 
example two lines or two blocks of memory. 

Tire 016 ce has made the common mistake of applying ihe "broadest reasonable' 
ieterpretatiotf" to the iwihsdeau words used m a claim, However, (fourth ofoouoted phrase 
"broadest reasoirabie interpretation' ' is not a license to deconstruct the claim into its constituent 
words and to then match each word with a dictionary definition, 0 fact, ihe "broadest reasonabl 
mterprelatioiO is to he applied to the claim as a whole Moreover, the "broadest reasonable 
imerpretanoo" roast be consistent with the specification. 

The Office's interpretation ofl.be claim as including the writing of data portions to any 
Oiisime! memory area" whatsoever is manifestly inconsistent with the specification. 

Applicant has gone through the trouble of carefully describing slots in the specification 
, - s ^ v .\ \ > s v. sN \ , m bv 

deliberately chose the word "siof ! for the claim, it is improper for the Office to disregard the 



specification and to instead reo.kd/bie slots as simply being any chshmu memory areas 
whatsoever. 

applicant recognizes that one may not import lamhaho.es into the claims from the 
specification, hue bus is cm: hre case here. Applicant chose AAA 1 for the claim because the 
attributes of AdoA were given in the specification. 

s n ,mmb v o • v" v Ov < me cm \ v -mini'in o.s 
memory most he a "slot" because every single bit is 'A ciistmet memory area." 

e's he on would alscmrwarmha y an > e mi 
1 ice leads to the bizarre cemch.-sam hoc there exist slots that are sonwhow made up of eight 
other slots, 

would also become Aslots"' since they too are Ahshnct memory areas." The Choice s definition 
AsloA as being At distinct memory area' would thus mean thai a bard dove is really just a slot 
that is made of other slots, each of which is itself made of slots. 

Nothing in bee specification would suggest to one of ordinary skill, in the art that AholA 
- - v e - v w m v , , v\ 

track, cylinder, sector, bard drive, or magnetic tape. 

Indeed, the OftkeA detmbmc ofAloA as ^distinct memory area ,s is so boundless that 



OmkTfe«Onke^ulefiy.ytionof ii iibf I asbs ig any Ah is \ man e areafAb is 
bnpcaeobk to identity any data storage eleraeot whatsoever that A ace a slot. A definition of a 
Vict" ^ s v data storage ea >t possibly lx 

oieaoinghal construction of Anal" as one of ordinary skid m the art would ioniersta.od that term. 

tw^i , v w to maeb deleting plural mirror requests 

Claim 2 is an dec ecite 

"ti the seiecAd daac.ax ana Ah oAAuug ihe ]gggadjv of AgAgga:/ mirror 
requests/ 5 

o \ a x o v ;, : tlx e baa ad ^> t 
this limitation, but thai it would have been obvious to do delete a plurality of miner requests 
because the algorithm of FtG, 6 would be executed more than once, 

Aa amende;! it ia clear that the rairror requests a- be deleted are those tor mirroring the 
constituent portions of the selected data. To the extent Kamysselis deletes oleon n error requests 
through multiple executions of the FIG,. 6 algorithm, each such mirror ret; a est is associated with 
a different 'delected data." Aonnnwmhg does not describe any Selected data" that requires two 

Applicant fori her anaemia chore 2 to draw attention :.o the diatinctioa between two states 
in which a mirror request van exist: 

h a mirror rogues; can ha AohleredA or 



it can be "sent for execution 



In K^wnysseiti, there is no notion of a oruTor request being "buffered" as distinct fo 
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mirror queue.. There is no special locution designated for tetnporaniy stonng mirror request 
that one car; recall them if necessary. 



s that bare bee;: wen; bo execution." 
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;n ttte previous response Applicant offered an analog' 



fundaurental difference between bullets that are already uvfUgbt and waiting for dear ban to 
strike the target, and turners that are still in the cartridge waiting to be fired. 'The only issue, 
therefore. Is whet words would make tins distinction apparent to one of ordinary skill In the art 
^ \ u d h, g , , w> i 

Apglleant happened to choose "queued" 'b; the mirror wo nous that could not be recalled 
because that word had already been used to in the art for that purpose. Therefore Applicant 

quae-.; u n s > c d is 00 i ornputiw science to 

temporary storage of data. The usage Is consistent throughout the specification, Therefore, oue of 
ordinary skill in the art who has read die speed; cation would nave no difficulty understanding 



The ides of hoik bifoformg mfo queuing rafiTor requests .is cornpssidy absent from 

/banc- ssebs only teaches aueairig mirror requests, in particular, A'ennys.?e/; : .v labs 
to teach bah;fosug a motor request as distinct from queuing a mirror request, 

Ounos 4 , ,o v , eh u - , ana ,. >. , 3-^fo a , - , 1 v s •, , 

above. 

Independent claims 7, 8, are! 9 recite hm.Uat.aws si.nri.bu to ebnm 2 ana are allowable for 
at least the same reasons. 

Claires 15 and its dependent churns 5 7- 19 umbrae an.atahorai similar to claims 1 and 4-6 
and arc therefore patentable tor at least die same reasons. 

m no\ m kj 4 10 HON OF CLAIMS I5-l« 

The Office muxes cbumx IS- 19 as non-statutory. 

Claim 15 recites Taj emunater- readable medium having encoded thereon sob usee for 
em.iS.ing sacragc of data," This la an article of manufacture and is hierebbre stalatory. 

Applicant draws attention to fat re Lowty, 32 lb 3d 1 579 (CAFC 1 994) in which the 
Federal Circuit .reported dial hie Board reversed the bxamfoebs rejection ore similar churn 
under section Ibl In that case, the .Board said the claim was en article of mararfoolare. 

Applicant also draws aaention to in re /reenresmrfo 53 F.ad 1 583, 1 533-34 (Fed, Cue 
i9v5)eiusvl eh 1 t x t approved oft PTC I i 1 -at ' 'ce rp r program embodied in a 
areeuhle reedureo such as iloppy diskettes, are pateniable subject matter under 35 IJ.STb § ibl '3 

so abas tent is; , x fo s for CompuU 

foe ? < a" , ma ? 1 ess 61 ia d Us g 7478, 748.2 ( ) 1 '96), vbm h state idea Tal •. fofoeed < ca spate; - 

imerrelaiionshfos between the comparer program and Use medium which permit the computer 
program's mncuonahty to be reahaed, and .is dsns statutory," 
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Now pending h; this application are e lades 2-9 and IS, aid 17- 19, with claims 2, 7-9, and 
15 being mdeperaknt Claims L 3, 10-14, and Id are cancelled 

Applicant has advanced only aelecafo arganicms, and bas done so only for selected 
claims. This is not, however, to be coiisLrued as an admission that no other grounds for 
patentability of the chains exist. 

Ho additional foes arc believed to bo due \ connection vehh the filing of this response. 
Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 



Respectfully subnntied. 
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